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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § J 02 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 13, 17, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U. S. Patent No. 5,629,870 to Farag et al. 

With respect to claims 1 and 17, Farag et al. disclose a method for transformer 
testing, comprising: receiving a failing test 'result of a transformer, the test result being 
determined from a test taken during transformer manufacture (see col. 7, lines 31-57); 
determining, via a knowledge-based system, a predicted root cause of the failure based on 
the test result and a knowledge base of transformer information (see col. 12, line 5 to col. 
13, line 8); and determining, via the knowledge-based system, a suggested course of 
action for the failure based on the test result and the knowledge base of transformer 
information (see col. 4, lines 29-32; col. 5, lines 1 1-29; col. 5, line 48 to col. 6, line 5; and 
col. 13, line 37 to col. 15, line 33). 

As to claims 13 and 29, Farag et al. also disclose a prediction that a piece of 
transformer manufacturing equipment is out of calibration (see col. 10, lines 47-59). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § J 03 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior an are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 14-16 and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Farag et al. in view of U. S. Patent No. 6,369,582 to Coffeen. 

As noted above, with respect to claims 14 and 30, Farag et al, disclose the claimed 
invention, except for modifying a scheduled transformer manufacturing step to 
compensate for the test failure. 

Coffeen teaches modifying a scheduled transformer modifying a scheduled 
transformer manufacturing step to compensate for the test failure manufacturing step to 
compensate for the test failure (see col. 4, line 63 to col. 5, line 6). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Farag et al.'s method to include modifying a scheduled 
transformer manufacturing step to compensate for the test failure, as taught by Coffeen, 
in order that a maintenance can be scheduled for the transformer. 

As to claims 15 and 31, Farag et al. do not disclose redoing a previously 
completed transformer manufacturing step. 

Coffeen teaches redoing a previously completed transformer manufacturing step 
(see col. 16, lines 21-26). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Farag et al.'s method to include redoing a previously 
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completed transformer manufacturing step, as taught by Coffeen, in order that a suitable 
output pulse or signal can be detected (see Coffeen, col. 16, lines 25-26). 

As to claims 16 and 32, Farag et al. do not disclose recalibrating a piece of 
transformer manufacturing equipment and redoing a previously completed transformer 
manufacturing step. 

Coffeen teaches recalibrating a piece of transformer manufacturing equipment 
(see col. 4, line 63 to col. 5, line 6). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Farag et al.'s method to include recalibrating a piece of 
transformer manufacturing equipment, as taught by Coffeen, in order that a maintenance 
can be scheduled for the transformer. 

Coffeen teaches redoing a previously completed transformer manufacturing step 
(see col. 16, lines 21-26). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Farag et al.'s method to include redoing a previously 
completed transformer manufacturing step, as taught by Coffeen, in order that a suitable 
output pulse or signal can be detected (see Coffeen, col. 16, lines 25-26). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 2-12 and 18-28 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Schwartz discloses a system for diagnosing disorders of geographically 
distributed objects from a remote location. 

Hamdan discloses a system and method for creating, editing, and/or executing a 
test program for testing a transformer. 

Cuddihy discloses an exemplary embodiment of the invention relates to a method, 
system, and storage medium for building and maintaining a remote monitoring and 
diagnostics knowledge base via an alert fusion system. 

Spira et al. disclose a method for doing business including a menu of services 
from which services are selected and performing those services on an outsourced basis to 
plants, such as industrial plants. 

Spears discloses a method by which operating mechanical components of an 
electrical power distribution system may be evaluated to determine whether or not they 
exhibit operational characteristics which indicate sub-standard performance or imminent 
mechanical failure. 

Eastvold et al. disclose an apparatus for communicating with, monitoring, and 
gathering data from a plurality of programmable test devices connected to predetermined 
points on a network of equipment. 
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Contact Information 



7. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Carol S. W. Tsai whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2224. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:00 
PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc S. Hoff can be reached on (571) 272-2216. The fax number for TC 
2800 is (703) 872-9306. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the TC 2800 receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-1585 or (571) 272-2800. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Group 2800 is 
encouraging FAXing of responses to Office actions directly into the Group at (703) 872- 
9306. This practice may be used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be 
used for filing papers which require a fee by applicants who authorize charges to a PTO 
deposit account. Please identify the examiner and art unit at the top of your cover sheet. 
Papers submitted via FAX into Group 2800 will be promptly forwarded to the examiner. 




Carol S. W. Tsai 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2857 
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